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OBJECTIVES

The objective of this report is to qualify the present condition of the site’s trees and to discuss the potential encroachments to
them. This involved:

1. Determining the physiological condition of the trees addressed;
2. Ascertaining the encroachments that will occur due to grading (see site plan/TREE LOCATION MAP);

METHODS OF STUDY

Qualification of this site's trees was accomplished by the use of our standard visual survey, as completed by L. NEWMAN
DESIGN GROUP, INC. (LNDG) on August 24, 2005. In the course of fieldwork, we performed the following:

1. Tree trunks were measured at 41%' above mean natural grade;

2. The trees were tagged with numbered, metal tags. These tags were affixed to the sides of the trees and correspond to
the numbers on the TREE LOCATION MAP;

3. The dripline (the perimeter of the tree's canopy) of each tree was field measured radially from the trunk in the four
compass directions.

All of the inventoried trees were located on a topograplﬁc map/site plan (scale: 1/16"=1-0") that was prepared by Stantec,
Inc. Refer to the TREE LOCATION MAP included herein for the approximate tree locations.

TREE SPECIES

The species of trees present on the site are:

Qty Species Common Name
11 | Schinus molle Peruvian pepper tree

9 Ligustrum lucidum Texas privet
8 Tipuana tipu tipu tree
3 Casuarina sp. beefwood
2 Citrus citrus
2 Eucalyptus rudis desert gum
2 Pinus eldarica Afghan pine

1 Cupressus sempervirens Italian cypress
1 Pinus halepensis Aleppo pine
1 Schinus terebinthifolius Brazilian pepper tree
1 Ulmus parvifolia Chinese elm

41

JTREE PROTECTION GUIDELINES

The City of Moorpark Zoning Ordinance provides for the protection of certain species of trees, defined as "Protected Trees":
in Ordinance 101, Chapter 14.09 - Preservation, Cutting, and Removal of Historical Trees, Native Oak Trees and Mature

- Trees; and in Ordinance 102, Chapter 14.08 - Planting and Maintenance of Trees, Shrubs and Plants.

Ordinance 101, Section 14.09.101 - Intent and Purpose - It is the determination of the Moorpark City Council that proper and
necessary steps should be taken in order to protect and preserve, to the greatest extent possible, mature trees, native Oak trees
and historic trees, especially where such trees are associated with proposals for urban development, as such trees are a
significant, historical, aesthetic and valuable ecological resource. It is the intent to maintain and enhance the general health,
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safety and welfare of the citizens of the City by assisting in counteracting air pollution, by minimizing soil erosion and other
related environmental damage and by enhancing the aesthetic environment of the City.

Ordinance 102, Section 14.08.101 - Intent and Purpose - Consistent with Chapter 14.09 regulating the preservation, cutting
and removal of historic trees, native Oak trees and mature trees and Resolution No. 88-520 setting forth Guidelines for a
Master Tree Plan, it shall be the City's policy to utilize whatever techniques, methods and procedures are required to preserve,
whenever feasible, all trees in the City including, but not limited to, trees which are creating damage to surface improvements
or underground facilities or which are diseased, or located where construction is being considered or will occur.

TREES OF CONCERN

Historical Tree - Any tree or group of trees identified by the City as a landmark, or identified on the Federal or California
Historic Resources Inventory to be of historical or cultural significance or identified as contributing to a site or structure of
historical or cultural significance.

Mature Tree - All trunks-of any tree shall be measured at 4%'. If the trunk of any oak tree trunk exceeds 4inches in diameter
or if the trunk of any other tree species exceeds 9% inches in diameter, it is to be included in the inventory. Regrowing
stumps are not to be included.

Native Oak Tree - Is any living tree of the genus Quercus and of the species agrifolia, berberidifolia, dumosa, lobata or

hybrids thereof.

RESULTS OF STUDY

1. Physiological Condition of the Trees

a.

The physiological condition of the trees is detailed in the SUMMARY of FIELD OBSERVATIONS
contained within this report. Generally, there are few if any trees that are desirable or suitable for the
proposed project. This is due to species, size or poor maintenance and pruning. All recommendations
made on our field forms relate only to the specific dates of our fieldwork.

-2. Summary of Data/Plan Review

a.

d.

According to the site grading plan, all of the trees will be removed in order to accomplish the excavation
and grading required for this project. Therefore all 41 trees will be removed. Consideration was given to
utilizing specimen trees in the landscape but none were found to be suitable.

No trees were found that have no value because of extremely poor health or hazardous condition.

Driplines shown on the TREE LOCATION MAP graphically represent the driplines and were created by
an aerial survey. Refer to the DRIPLINE MEASUREMENTS section for precise dripline measurements. -

No oak trees or other native trees were found on this site.

3. Tree Appraisals

a.

The replacement value of each inventoried tree was established by using the 9™ Edition of the Guide for
Plant Evaluation, as prepared for the International Society of Arboriculture by the Council of Tree and
Landscape Appraisers.

The following table gives the value of each tree using the standard trunk formula method including trunk
diameter, tree species, health, esthetics and location.
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Tree Numbers Values
1 $12,100
2 $5,259
3 $9,600
4 $3,100
5 $2,100
6 $1,400
7 $1,600
8 $1,900
9 $8,100
10 $3,900
11 $2,700
12 $3,200
13 $8,100
14 $6,400
15 $2,000
16 $4,700
17 $3,100
18 $12,127
19 $13,400
20 $1,192
21 $1,200
22 $1,400
23 $8,100
24 $18,729
.25 $3,449
26 $1,022
27 $639
28 $1,175
29 $3,066
30 $818
31 $7,420
32 $962
33 $1,380
34 $3,112
35 $3,446
36 $12,127
37 $7.,453
38 $3,208
39 $5,306
40 $10,028
41 . $3,053
TOTAL $203,071

c. The total value of all of the trees is $203,071. All of the trees are being removed. Therefore, the proposed
removal trees will be mitigated by upgrading the sizes or increasing the number of the proposed landscape
trees to a value of at least $203,071.
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NOTICE OF DISCLAIMER:

This report represents the independent opinion of the signatory consultant (L. NEWMAN DESIGN GROUP, INC.). The tree(s) discussed herein was/were
generally reviewed for physical, biological function and aesthetic conditions. This examination was conducted in accordance with presently accepted
industry procedures, which are a ground-plane macro-visual observation only. No extensive micro-biological, soil-root excavations, upper crown
examination nor internal tree investigations were conducted and therefore, the reporting herein reflects the overall visual appearance of the tree(s) on the
date reviewed and no warranty is implied as to the potential failure, health or demise of any part or of whole of any tree described in the report. Records
may not remain accurate after our inspection due to unknown causes of changeable deterioration of the reviewed site.

Respectfully submitted,

L. NEWMAN DESIGN GROUP, INC.
ASLA License #1314

Certified Arborist WE-6820A

G:\Jobs\2200\2270-01\WORD\2270-01_TR-1.doc
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35
36
37
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41
42
43
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49
50
51
52
53

Ligustrum lucidum
Ligustrum lucidum
Tipuana tipu
Tipuana tipu
Schinus molle
Schinus molle
Tipuana tipu
Tipuana tipu

Pinus eldarica
Pinus eldarica
Eucalyptus rudis
Scinus molle

Casuarina sp.

Casuarina sp.

Pinus eldarica
Casuarina sp.

15
15
15
20
30
30
15
15
55
40
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d

15
15
10
n/d
35
39
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d

n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
20
28
n/d
n/d
25
30

14.25
21
20.5
17
44.75
25
23
29
29
16
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d
n/d

*The Rough Value as estimated in 2020 does not
include a valuation based on the current ISA

standards, does not account for inflation, or the

current cost of replacement trees. Rather this value

simply represents a strict increase based on DBH
increases from 2005 to 2020.
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29.6
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14
21
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n/d
n/d
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33
73
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$137 D
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S0 Dead
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S0 Small
$1,088 C
$4,015 C
$1,051 C
$1,643 C
$1,717 C
$2,957 C

$120,532
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$19,345
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N¢
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$139,877





